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ROARD OF VOCATIONAL NURSING & PSYCHIATRIC TECHNICIANS
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Accusation Agaimst: CaseNo, VH-2005-846
SONJA R. DERY, AK.A.
SONJA RUTH DERY, AK.A., ACCUSATION
SONJA RUTH BAKER, A KA.,
SONJA RUTH SINGO, AK.A.,
SONJ A RUTH BOSWELL

556 West ] Street
Chula Vista, California 91910-5302

Vocational Nurse License No. VN 154198

Respondent.

Teresa Bello-Jones, J.D., M.3N., RN, (“Comiplainant™) aileges:
PARTIES
1. Compiainant brings this Accusation solely in her official capacity as the Executive
Officer of the Board of Vocational Nursing and Psychiatric Technicians (“Board™), Department
of Consumer Affairs.
Vocational Murse License
2 On or zbout August 23, 1991, the Board issued Vocational Nurse License Number

VN 154198 to Sonja R. Dery, alse known as Sonja Ruth Dery, Sonja Ruth Baker, Sonja Ruth
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Singo, and Sonja Ruth Boswell (“Respondent”). The vocational nurse license expired on May

31, 2007.

3.

STATUTORY PROVISIONS

Section 2875 of he Business and Professions Code (“Code”) provides, in

pertinent part, that the Board may discipline the holder of a vecational nurse license for any

reason provided in Atticle 3 (commencing with Code section J875) of the Vocational Nursing

Practice Act

4.

Code section 118, subdivision (b) provides, in pertinent part, that the expiration of

a license shall not deprive the Board jurisdictien to proceed with a diseiplinary action during the

period within which the license may be Tenewed, restored, reissued or reinstated. Under Code

section 2892, 1, the Board may tenew an.expired license at any time within four years after the

expiration.

5.

C'ode section 2878 states, in pertinent part:

The Board may suspend or revoke a lcense issued imder this chapter fthe

Vocational Nursing Practice Act (Bus. & Prof. Code, § 2840, et seq.)] for any of
the following:

(a) Unprofessional conduct.

() Conviction of a crime substantially related to the gualifications,

functions, and duties of a licensed vocdtional nurse, in which event the record of
the conviction shall be conclpsive evidence of the conviction.

6.

Code section 2878.5 states, in pertinent part:

In addition to other acts eonstifuting unprefessivnal conduct within the

meaning of this chapter [the Vecational Nursing Practice Act] it is unprofessional
canduct for a person. licensed under this chapter to do any of the foliowing:

{a} Obtain or possess in violation of law, or prescribe, or except a3

directed by a licensed physician and surgeon, dentist or podiatrist administer fo
himself or herself or furnish or administer to another, amy controled substance as
defined in Division 10 of the Health and Safety Code, or any dangerous drug a3

defined

in Section 4022,

{x) Be convicted of a criminal offense involving possession of any

narcotic or dangerous drug, or the prescription, codswmption, of
self-administration of any of the substances described in subdivigions (&) and (b}
of this section, in which event the record of the conviction is conclisive evidence

thereotf.
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{e} Falsify, or make grossly incorrect, grossly inconststent, or

unintelligible entries in any hospital, patient, or other record pertaming to

narcotics or dangerous drugs as spécified in subdivision (b).

7. Code section 4060 states, 1n pertinent part:

No person shall possess any comtrotled substance, except that furnished to

a person upon the prescription of a physician, dentist, podiatrist, or veterinarian,

or furnished pursuant to a drng order 155ued by a certified nurse-migwite purstant

to Section 2746.5], a nurse practitioner parsuant to Section 2336.1, or a physician

assistant pursuant ro Section 3502.1. This section shall not apply o the

possession of any controlled substance by a manufacturer, wholesaler, pharmacy,

physician, podiatrist, dentist, veterinarian, certified nurse-midwife, nurse

practitioner, or physician assisiant, when in stock in containets correctly labeled

with the name and address of the supplier er prodacer.

8. Health and Safety Code section 11330, subdivision (3} provides that except as
otherwise provided in this division, every person who possesses (1) any coutrolled substance
specified in subdivisien {a} or {c}, or paragraph (1} of subdivision {f) of section 11054, specified
in paragraph (143, (15}, or (20) of subdivision (d) of section 11054, or specified in subdivision
{b), (€), or {g) of section 11055, or (2) any controlled substance classified in Schedute IIL, IV, or
V which is a narcotic drug, unless upon the written prescription of a phyvsician, dentist, pediatrist,
or veterinarian licensed to practice in this state, shall be punished by smprisonment in the state
prison.

9. Health & Safety Code section 11173, subdivision (g} provides that no person shall
ohtain ar attempt to cbtain contreHed substanees, or procurs or attempt to procure
the administration of or preseription for eontrolied substances, {1} by fraud, deceit,
misrepresentation, or subterfage; or (2) by the concealment of a matérial fact.

COST RECOVERY

10. . Code section 125.3 provides, in pertinent part, that the Beard may request the
administrative Jaw judge to direct a licentiate found to have committed a violation or violations
of the lcensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and
enforcement of the case.
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FIRST CAUSE FOR BISCIPLINE

{Criminal Conviction)

}1.  Respondent is subject to discipline wnder Cide section 2878, subdivision (f), in

| that on February 15, 2008, in the Superior Court, Ceunty of San Diego, California, in the matter

entitled People vé. Sonja Ruth Dery, Case No. 5216236, Respondent was convicted by the
court en her plea of guilty of violating Health.& Safety Code section 11350, subdiviston {a)
{possession of a controfled substanee), a felony. The circumstances of the crime are that between
July 1, 2005, and August 31, 2003, Respondent possessed the controlled substance Morphine

without lawfial authority.

SECOND CAUSE SOR DISCIPLINE.
{Coaviction for Possession of the Controlled Substince Morphine)

12, Respondentig subject to disciplinary action under Code section 2878.3,
subdivision (¢}, on the grounds of unprofessional conduct, in that Respondent fras been, convicted
of a crime involving the possession of the controlled substance Marphine, as moere particularly
set forth in paragraph 13, above.

THIRD CAUSE_FOR DISCIPLINE
(Obtained and Possessed Controlled Substances in Violation of Law; Self Administeation}

13.  Respondent is subject to disciphine under Code section 2878.5, subdivision (2), on
the grounds of unprofessional conduct, in that Respondent committed the following acts:

a, From July 28, 2003, to Avgust 24, 2005, Respondent obtained the
conirotled substances Motphine and Dilaudid by fravd, decett, mistepresentation or subterfuge by
taking the drugs from hospital supplies, in violation of Heslth & Safety Code secton 11173,
subdivision {a).

h. From July 28, 2005, to August 24, 2005, Respondent possessed the

controlied substances Morphine and. Dilaudid without lawful authority in vielation of Code

section 40
ok 1n or about July/August 2005, Respondent seif-administered the contrelled

substances Morphine and Dilaudid-
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FOURTH CAUSE FOR DEISCIPLINE

{Falsified Hospital Records)

14.  Respondent is subject to discipline under Code section 2878.5, subdivision (e}, for
unprefessional conduct; in that omi or about July 28, 2003, to August 24, 2003, whileon duty as &
vocational nurse at Kaiser Hospital, Bonita, California, Respondent falsified or mads grossly
incorrect, inconsistent or unintelligible entries in hospital records, as follows:

Patiemt 1

a On July 28, 2005, at 1515 howrs, Respondent withdrew 8 mg of the
controlled substance Dilaudid from the Controlled Drug Distribution Record when there was no
physician’s order. Respondent failed to account for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid
1 any hospital record.

Patient 2

b. Qn July 29, 2005, at 1035 heurs, Respondent withdrew 4 mg -:af the
controlled substance Dilaudid from the Controlled Drug Distribution Record wheén there was 6o
physician’s erder. Respondent failed to account for the disposition of any portion of the Dilandid
i awy hospital record. '

Patient 3

B On July 29, 2003, at 1620 hours, Reépondsnt withdrew 15 mg of the
controlled suhstance Motphing from the Controlled Drug Distribution Record; however, this
person was not a patient at Kaiser on this date. Respondent failed te account for the disposition
of any portion of the Morphine in any hospital record.

Patient 4

d. Om August 1, 2003, at (845 hours, Respondent, using 2 fictitious name,
withdrew 8 me of the controlied substance Ditaudid from the Controlled Drug Distribution
Record when thers was no physician’s order. Respondent failed to account for the disposition of
any portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record.
i

i
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Patient 5

e Om August 1, 2005, at 1400 hours, Respondent withdrew 8 mg of the
coutrolled substance Morphine from the Controlled Drug Distribution Record when there was no
physician’s order for Morphine for this patient. Respondent failed to account for the disposition
of anv portien of the Morphine in any hogpital recind.

Patient 6

f. Om Angust 2, 2005, at 1000 hours, Respondent withdrew & mg of the
controlled substance Ditaudid from the Controlled Drug Distribution Record; however, this
person was 1ot a patfent at Kaiser on this date. Respondent failed te account for the disposition
of amy portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record. |

Patient 7

g Hm August 2, 2005, at 0930 hours, Respendent, using another nurse’s
narrie, withdrew § mg of the controlled substance Morphine from the Controlled Drug

Prstribution Record; however, this person was not a patient af Kaiser on this date. Respondent

failed to aceount for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any haspital record.

Patient 8
h. On August 3, 2005, at 1100 hours, Respondent, using ariother nurse’s
naine, withdrew 10-mg of the centrolled substanice Morphing from the Controlled Drug

Distribution Record: however, this person was not g patient at Kaiser on this date. Respoundent

failed to account for the disposition of any portion of the Morphine in any hospital record.

Paiient 9

1. On August 4, 2003, at an unknown howr, Respondent, using awother
nurse’s pame, withdrew § g of the controlled substance Dilaudid from the Controlled Drug
Disiribution Recora for this patient when there was no physician’s order. Respondent failed to
account for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record.

Patient 10

i On Auzust 8, 2005, at 1030 hours, Respondent, using angther nurse’s

name, withdrew § mg of the controtled substance Dilaudid from the Controlled Drug Disfribution

6
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Record for this patient;, however, this person was not a patient af Kaiser on this date. Respondent
failed to account for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record.

Patient 11

k. On August 9, 2003, at 1000 hours, Respondent, using another nurse’s
rtarne, withdrew § mg of the contrelled substance Dilaudid from the Controlled Drug Distribution
Record for this patient; however, this person was 1ot a patient at Kaiser on this date. Respondent
failed to accownt for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any hosprial record.

Patient 12

L On Atigust 9, 2005, at 1600 hours, Respondent, using another murse’s
name, withdrew 15 mg of the controlled substance Morphine from the Controlled Drog
Distribution Recerd for this patfent when there was no physician’s oxder. Respondent failed to
account for the disposition of any portion of the Morphing in any hospital record.

Patient 13

m On Augnst 10, 2005, at 1010 hours, Respondent, using another nurse’s

| name, withdrew § mg of the controlled substance Dilandid from the Controlled Drug Distribution

TRecord for this patient; however, this person was not 4 patient at Keiser ozl this date. Respoadent
failed to acgount for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any hespital recard.

Batient 14

. On August 10, 2003, at 1610 hours, Respondent, using another nurse’s
name. withdrew § mg of the contrelled substance Dilandid from the Controlled Drug Distribution
Reim.rd for this patient; however, this person was mota patient at Kaiser on this date. Respondent
failed 1o acoeumnt for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record.

Pitient 15

. On Augast 11, 2003, at 1105 hours, Respondent, using another nurse’s
name, withdrew § mg of the controlled substance Dilaudid from the Controlled Drug Distribution
Record for this non-existent patient. Respondent failed to account for the disposition of any
portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record.

i
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nurse’s name, withdrew 15 mg of the controlied substance Morphine fromi thie Controlled Drug

4 | istribution Record for this patient; however, this person was not a patient at Kaiser on this date.
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Respondent failed to aceount for the disposition of any partion of the Morphine in any hospital
record.

Patient 17

a. On August 12, 20035, at 0945 bours, Respondent withdrew & mg of the
controlied substance Dilaudid from the Controlled Drug Distribution Retord for this non-existent
patient. Respondeit failed to decount for the disposition of any portion of the Dilandid in any
hespital record.

Patient 18

I. On Augost 12, 2005, at 1201 hours, Respondent, using another nurse’s
namne, withdrew 8 mg of the controlled substance Dilaudid from the Controlléed Drug -
Distribution Record for this non-existent patient. Respondent failed to account for the
disposition of any portiorn of the Dilaudid in-any haspital record.

Patient 19

R On August 12, 2603, at 1515 hours, Respondent, using another nurse’s
niame, withdrew 8 mg of the controlled substance Ditaudid from the Controtled Drrug Distribution
Record Tor this patient; howesver, this person was ot 2 patient 8t Kaiser on this date. Respondent
failed to account for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record.

Patient 20

i On August 17, 2005, at 1130 hours, Respondent withdrew & mg of the
sontrolled substance Dilandid from the Controlted Drug Distribution Record for this patient;
however, this person was not a patient at Kaiser on this date, Respondent failed to account for
the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record.

i

£




10
L
12
13
14
13
16
17
3
19
26
21
22
23
24

26
27
28

Fatient 21
u On August 18, 2003, ai 1025 hours, Respondent withdrew 8 mg of the
controlled substance Dilaudid from e Controlied Drug Distribution Recerd for this patient;

however, this person was net a paitent at Kaiser on this date. Respondent failed to account for

the digposition of any portion of the Dilaud:d n any hospital record.

Patient 22

v, On August 19, 2003, at 0930 hours, Respondent withdrew g mgof the

| controlled substance Dilandid from the Controlled Drug Distribution Recoerd for this patient;

‘however, this person wds not a patient at Kaiser on this date. Respondent failed to aceount for

the disposition of ariy portion of the Dilandid in any hospital record:
FPatient 23
w. On August 19, 2003, at 1145 hours, Respondent withdrew 8 my of the

conifrolled substance Dilaudid from the Controllsd Drug Distribution Record for this patient

~when there was no physician’s order. Respondent failed to account for the disposition of any

portion of the Dilandid in any hospital record.

Patient 24

X On August 22, 2005, at an unknown time, Respondent, Tsing another
mirse's name, withdrew 8 mg of the controlled substance Dilandid from the Controlled Drug
Distribution Record for this patient when there was no physician’s order. Respondent failed to
account for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record.

Patient 25

Y. On August 23, 2005, at 1100 howrs, Respondent, withdrew 4 mg of the
contralled sabstance Dilaudid from the Controlled Drug Distribution Record for ihis patient;
however, this person was mot a patient at Kaiser on this date. Respendent failed to acecumt for
the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid.in any hospital record.

Patient 26

Z. On.August 23, 2005, 1210 bours, Respondent, using an assumed name,

withdrew 4 mg of the controlled substance Dilaudid from the Controlled Dmg Distribution

9
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Record for this patient; however, this person was nota patient at Kaiser on this date. Respendent
failed to account for the disposition of any portion of the Dilgudid in any hospital record.
Patient 27
as.  On August 24, 2005, 1145 hours, Respondent, using an assumed name,
withdrew 8 mg of the controlled substance Dilaudid from the Conirolied Drug Distribution
Recorg for this patient; however, this person was not a patient at Kaiser on this date. Respondent.
failed to account for the disposition of any portion of the Dilaudid in any hospital record.
FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPTINE
(Dishonest Aets)

15.  Respondent is subjectto disciplinary action under Code section 2578, subdivisien
(93, in that Respondent committed acts of dishomesty, fraud or deceit, as meore particulatly set
forth in paragraphs 15 and 16, above.

PRAYER

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein
afteged, and that following the hearing, the Board of Vocational Nursing and Psychiatnic
Technicians issue a decision:

1. Revoking ar suspending Vocational Nurse License Number VN 154198 1ssued to
Sonja Ruth Dery, also known as Sonja Ruth Baker, Sonja Ruth Singo, and Somjz Ruth Boswell;

2. Ordering Sonja Ruth Dery, also known as Sonja Ruth Baker, Senja Ruth Singo,
and Senja Ruth Boswell to pay the Board of Vocational Nursing and Psychiatric Technicians the
reasonable costs of the investigation apd enforcement of this case, pursuant to Code section
125.3; and,

3 Taking such other and further action as deemead necessary and proper.

DATED: Jenuary 22, 2909
L1 /_/-'—"

g e T
LPERESA BBLLU:J{}NES@ME.N., RN
Executive Officer

Board of Vocational Nursing and Psychiatric Techmicians
Department of Consumer Atfairs

Stare of California

Complainant
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